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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Action is in response to Amendment for Application Number 09/71 741 5 

received on 02 July 2004. 

1. Claims 1-16 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1, and 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Sims et al. (U.S. Patent Number 5,434,775). 

1 . Regarding claim 1 , Sims s discloses a network contents managing system on a 
network including a personal computer, portable terminals, storage apparatuses, set top 
boxes, and the like, the system comprising: 

a contents database retaining information which is distributed to and stored in 
different apparatuses connected to the network (Sims s, col. 13, lines 4-20, 40-50, Sims 
s discloses a database management computer that maintains a database of information 
distributed to users for reports); 
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a retrieval request detection unit for detecting a retrieval request to the contents 
database and outputting a retrieval request information (Sims s, col. 13, lines 40-50, 
Sims discloses an activity database that generates reports for users); 

a network monitoring unit for monitoring a change in an apparatus connection 
state to the network and, upon occurrence of a change in the connection state, 
outputting a new apparatus connection state as a connection state information (Sims s, 
col. 7, lines 40-50, Sims s teaches continuously monitoring devices); 

a contents monitoring unit for outputting contents modification information when 
the information stored in any of the apparatuses connected to the network is modified 
(Sims s, col. 7, lines 40-50, Sims s teaches continuously monitoring devices, col. 13, 
lines 4-20, Sims discloses keeping the database up to date with modified device 
information, col. 14, lines 35-40, Sims teaches generating reports of the devices); 

a database retrieval unit for retrieving the contents database upon receipt of the 
retrieval request information and outputting a retrieval result information (Sims s, col. 
13, lines 40-50, Sims discloses an activity database that generates reports for users); 
and 

a database managing unit for performing registration and modification to the 
contents database upon receipt of the connection state information and the contents 
modification information Sims s, col. 13, lines 4-20, Sims discloses an activity database 
that generates reports for users). 

a retrieval result output unit for outputting the retrieval result information received 
from the database retrieval unit, to the apparatus which has made the retrieval request 
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(Sims s, col. 13, lines 40-50, Sims discloses an activity database that generates reports 
for users). 

Regarding claim 14, Sims discloses the limitation, substantially as claimed, as 
described in claim 1, including wherein: 

the contents database associates the information with an apparatus 
identification number, and retains the information while including apparatus usable state 
data in the information (Sims s, col. 5, lines 55-65, col. 13, lines 4-12), and 

the database managing unit performs registration and modification to the 
contents database upon receipt of the connection state information and the contents 
modification information (Sims col. 13, lines 12-20). 

Regarding claim 15, Sims discloses the limitation, substantially as claimed, as 
described in claim 14, including wherein: 

the database managing unit changes the apparatus usable state data of the 
information including the apparatus identification number not shown in the connection 
state to be unusable (Sims s, col. 7, lines 40-46, col. 13, lines 10-20, Sims s discloses a 
condition code which is maintained). 

Regarding claim 16, Sims discloses the limitation, substantially as claimed, as 
described in claim 14, including wherein the database managing unit changes the 
apparatus usable state data of the information including the apparatus identification 
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number shown in the connection state to be usable (Sims s, col. 7, lines 40-46, col. 13, 
lines 10-20, Sims s discloses a condition code which is maintained). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Williams 
et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,415,289) in view of Hasegawa etal. (U.S. Patent Number 
6,370,587). 

2. Regarding claim 1 , Williams discloses a network contents managing system on a 
network including a personal computer, portable terminals, storage apparatuses, set top 
boxes, and the like, the system comprising: 

a contents database retaining information which is distributed to and stored in different 
apparatuses connected to the network (Williams, col. 6, lines 10-15, Williams teaches a 
database server storing information about contents stored on storage devices); 

a retrieval request detection unit for detecting a retrieval request to the contents 
database and outputting a retrieval request information (Williams, col. 6, lines 37-50, 
and Fig. 11, Williams teaches an API 1130 detecting a retrieval request from the client); 
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a contents monitoring unit for outputting contents modification information when 
the information stored in any of the apparatuses connected to the network is modified 
(Williams, col. 6, lines 20-30, and lines 35-40, Williams teaches the database server 
maintaining a database of identifying information concerning other information stored on 
the network, so when a client requests index information, it will be up to date); 

a database retrieval unit for retrieving the contents database upon receipt of the 
retrieval request information and outputting a retrieval result information (Williams, col. 
6, lines 55-60, Williams teaches the database server returning the requested 
information); and 

a retrieval result output unit for outputting the retrieval result information received 
from the database retrieval unit, to the apparatus which has made the retrieval request 
(Williams, col. 7, lines 20-35, Williams teaches the database server issuing a command 
to deliver the requested information). 

a database managing unit for performing registration and modification to the 
contents database upon receipt of the connection state information and the contents 
modification information (col. 6, lines 10-15). 

Williams also discloses a network server being a general purpose computing 
device which processes and routes network commands to their intended devices (col. 5, 
lines 64-67), and that there is a large number of both clients and servers connected to 
the network and each device is conventionally assigned a unique identifier or an 
address (col. 6, lines 15-20), which means that the devices are monitored for 
connection to the network. 
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However, Williams does not explicitly state having a network monitoring unit for 
monitoring a change in an apparatus connection state to the network and, upon 
occurrence of a change in the connection state, outputting a new apparatus connection 
state as a connection state information; 

In an analogous art of networking, Hasegawa discloses network connection 
devices being monitored for connection states, and informing other network devices of 
the updating of the connection states (col. 14, lines 50-67). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one in the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the system of Williams with Hasegawa to 
improve the storage management system by monitoring the storage devices of the 
system for connections as well as to enable network nodes to receive messages (col. 1 , 
line 65-col.2, linel). Thus, Williams provides motivation to combine by stating 
requirement to poll the storage devices to retrieve information (col. 4, lines 35-45). 

3. Regarding claim 2, Williams and Hasegawa teach all of the limitations 
substantially as claimed, as described in claim 1, including wherein the contents 
monitoring unit further outputs the contents modification when the information is 
modified by mounting/removing a removable medium (Williams, col. 6, lines 10-43, 
Williams teaches the database server maintaining a database having information about 
the information stored on the storage devices, and outputting an index of this 
information at a clients request). 
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Claims 3-4 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Williams 
in view of Hasegawa as applied to claims 1-2 above, and further in view of Takahashi et 
al. (U.S. Publication Number 2002/0035620 A1 ). 

4. Regarding claims 3 and 4, Williams and Hasegawa teach all of the limitations 
substantially as claimed, as described in claims 1 and 2. Hasegawa also teaches an 
update notification section monitoring connections of devices (Hasegawa, col. 14, lines 
50-67). 

However Williams and Hasegawa do not explicitly state wherein the network 
monitoring unit detects a power on/off of the apparatuses connected to the network and 
retains in the contents database an information of the power on/off of the apparatuses 
connected to the network as well. 

In an analogous art to networking, Takahashi discloses a system of controlling 
network devices including detection of power on/off of the connected devices (pages 
22-23, paragraphs 312 -316). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one in the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine Williams and Hasegawa with Takahashi to 
provide control over power management of multimedia devices, supplying electrical 
power to a required multimedia device at only a required time, so that power 
consumption can be suppressed (Takahashi, page 23, paragraph 0323). 
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5. Regarding claims 5-8, Williams, Hasegawa, and Takahashi teach all of the 
limitations substantially as claimed, as described in claims 1-4, including the system 
further comprising a power monitoring unit for monitoring a power operation of an 
apparatus connected to the network and a remote start unit for activating at least one of 
the contents database, the retrieval request detection unit, the network monitoring unit, 
the database retrieval unit, the database managing unit, and the retrieval result output 
unit at another apparatus connected to the network (Takahashi, page 23, paragraphs 
0318-0323, Takahashi teaches the system determining Power on/off and updating the 
database). See 5 for motivation. 

6. Regarding claims 9-12, Williams, Hasegawa, and Takahashi teach all of the 
limitations substantially as claimed, as described in claims 5-8, including comprising a 
power operation unit for operating a power of another apparatus connected to the 
network (Takahashi, page 23, paragraphs 0318-0323). 

7. Regarding claim 13, Examiner takes Official Notice (see MPEP § 2144.03) that 
"database administration" in a computer networking environment was well known in the 
art at the time the invention was made. The Applicant is entitled to traverse any/all 
official notice taken in this action according to MPEP § 2144.03, namely, "if applicant 
traverses such an assertion, the examiner should cite a reference in support of his or 
her position". However, MPEP § 2144.03 further states "See also In re Boon, 439 F.2d 
724, 169 USPQ 231 (CCPA 1971) (a challenge to the taking of judicial notice must 
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contain adequate information or argument to create on its face a reasonable doubt 
regarding the circumstances justifying the judicial notice)." Specifically, In re Boon, 169 
USPQ 231 , 234 states "as we held in Ahlert, an applicant must be given the opportunity 
to challenge either the correctness of the fact asserted or the notoriety or repute of the 
reference cited in support of the assertion. We did not mean to imply by this statement 
that a bald challenge, with nothing more, would be all that was needed". Further note 
that 37 CFR § 1.671(c)(3) states "Judicial notice means official notice". Thus, a 
traversal by the Applicant that is merely "a bald challenge, with nothing more" will be 
given very little weight. See Sims (U.S. Patent Number 5,434,775), col. 7, lines 60-67. 

Response to Amendment 

Applicant's arguments and amendments filed on 02 July 2004have been carefully 
considered but they are not deemed fully persuasive. Applicant's arguments are 
deemed moot in view of the following new grounds of rejection as explained here below, 
necessitated by Applicant's substantial amendment (i.e. modifying claim 1 from 
information stored to information distributed and stored) to the claims which significantly 
affected the scope thereof. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 and 2 have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. Applicant's arguments include the failure of previously 
applied art to expressly disclose the teachings of a network-monitoring unit for 
monitoring a change in an apparatus connection state to the network [see Applicant's 
Response, filed 02 July 2004, page 13, last paragraph]. Applicants arguments also 
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include the failure of previously applied art to expressly disclose a change in an 
apparatus connection state [see Applicant's Response, filed 02 July 2004, page 14, 
lines 1-2]. It is evident from the mappings found in the above rejection that Hasegawa 
(U.S. 6,370,587) discloses a device comprising an update notification section for 
determining changes in connection states of other devices, whether newly connected to 
the network, or restored from a fault and is reconnected to the network (Hasegawa, col. 
14, lines 59-63), and keeping a table updated with these connection states (Hasegawa, 
col. 14, lines 45-67). 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, to improve the 
storage management system by monitoring the storage devices of the system for 
connections as well as to enable network nodes to receive messages. 
1 . Thus, Applicant's arguments drawn toward distinction of the claimed invention 
and the prior art teachings on this point are not considered persuasive. It is also clear 
to the Examiner that Sims et al. clearly teaches the independent claims of the 
Applicant's claimed invention. 
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2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 and 2 are deemed moot in view of 
the following new grounds of rejection, necessitated by Applicant's amendment to the 
claims which significantly affected the scope thereof. 

3. Furthermore, as it is Applicant's right to continue to claim as broadly as possible 
their invention, it is also the Examiner's right to continue to interpret the claim language 
as broadly as possible. It is the Examiner's position that the detailed functionality that 
allows for Applicant's invention to overcome the prior art used in the rejection, fails to 
differentiate in detail how these features are unique. As it is extremely well known in the 
networking art as already shown by Sims as well as other prior arts of records 
disclosed, managing a database of connection states of devices is taught as well as 
other claimed features of Applicant's invention. By the rejection above, the applicant 
must submit amendments to the claims in order to distinguish over the prior art use in 
the rejection that discloses different features of Applicant's claimed invention. 

4. It is the Examiner's position that Applicant has not yet submitted claims drawn to 
limitations, which define the operation and apparatus of Applicant's disclosed invention 
in manner, which distinguishes over the prior art. 

5. Failure for Applicant to significantly narrow definition/scope of the claims and 
supply arguments commensurate in scope with the claims implies the Applicant intends 
broad interpretation be given to the claims. The Examiner has interpreted the claims 
with scope parallel to the Applicant in the response and reiterates the need for the 
Applicant to more clearly and distinctly define the claimed invention. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to J. Bret Dennison whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3910. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A Wiley can be reached on (703) 308-5221 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
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you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

J. Bret Dennison 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2143 
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